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WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 20 September 2006 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 29-55 is/are pending in the application. 
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5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 29-39 and 41-52 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 
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9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 29-37, 39, 41-52 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Boucher (US patent 3,561 ,444). 

In regard to claims 29-37, 39, 41-50, Boucher's device discloses an electrical 
contact member comprising: a strength-imparting base layer (see fig. 4) made of an 
electrically conductive material; and a coating layer formed from metallic silver and 
configured to come into contact with the two electrically conductive members, the 
coating layer being present over at least a portion of an outer surface of the base layer 
(33, 34), wherein the coating layer has a micro-structure formed by pure silver crystals, 
with a presence of nodules made of silver and of an additional metallic material formed 
by at least one additional metal that is different from silver (33, 34), the additional 
material being present in the coating. The voltage limitations and the arrangement of the 
electrical as recited only in the claims preamble do not add any patentability to the 
claims limitations. However, Boucher's device fails to explicitly disclose the silver as 
pure silver crystal with the presence of nodule and the proportion additional metal used. 
It would have obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was 
made to have the silver as pure silver crystal with the presence of nodule and the 
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proportion additional metal used, since it has been held to be within general skill in the 
art to select a known material on the basis of suitability for the intended used as a 
matter of obvious design choice. In re Leshin, 125 USPQ 416. It would have obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the silver 
as pure silver crystal with the presence of nodule and the proportion additional metal 
used in order to meet the system specification and requirement. 

In regard to claim 51-52, Boucher's device discloses the aforementioned 
limitations including the switch or interrupter connected at 64. and the busbar (see figs 
3-4). 

In regard to claim 38, Boucher's device discloses the aforementioned 
limitations, but fails to explicitly disclose the shape as being a ring shape. It would have 
been obvious matter of design choice to have the electrical contact with the ring shape, 
since such a modification would have involved a mere change in shape of a component. 
A change in shape is generally recognizing as being within the level of ordinary skill in 
the art. In re Dailey, 149 USPQ 47 (CCPA 1976). It would have obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to have the electrical contact 
with the ring shape in order to meet the system specification and requirement. 
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Conclusion 
Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 40, 53-55 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base 
claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the 
limitations of the base claim and any intervening claims. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jean F. Duverne whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
2091 . The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00-7:30, Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, TC Patel can be reached on (571 ) 272-2098. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

JFD /Jean Frantz Duverne/ 
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